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the Government, and they are more full of argument in favour of
non-violence, Hindu-Muslim unity and swadeshi than of invectives.
The best proof of my statement perhaps is that the people have
made such wonderful response in all these three matters. Surely
the people have not made the progress without having been effec-
tively appealed to.
But after all what is abuse? I find that the dictionary mean-
ing is "misuse, perversion, bad use". When therefore we call a
thief or a rogue a rogue, we do not abuse him. A leper takes no
offence being described as such. Only the man using a particular
adjective must mean it and be prepared to prove it. I am therefore
unable to condemn the use of adjectives in every case and on every
occasion, nor is the use of condemnatory adjectives always a sign
of violence. I am fully aware, that the use of even deserved
adjectives may be a sign of violence as it would be when it is used
to excite violence against the person condemned. Condemnation is
legitimately used when it is employed to wean the person from his
bad habit or the audience from association with him. The Hindu
Shastras are full of condemnation of evil-doers. They have pro-
nounced curses upon them. Tulsidas who was the quality of mercy
personified has filled the Ramajana with adjectives against the
enemies of Rama which it would be difficult to excel. Indeed the
names themselves chosen for the evil-doers are significant of their
qualities. Jesus did not hesitate to draw down divine wrath
upon those whom he called "a generation of vipers, hypocrites,
whited sepulchres". Buddha did not spare those who killed the
innocent goats in the name of religion. Nor are the Koran or the
Zend-Avesta free from such use. Only all these seers and pro-
phets had no evil intention in them. They had to describe per-
sons and things as they were and resort to language so as to
enable us to make our choice between good and evil. Having said
this much, I am at one with the writer that the more sparing we
are in describing the Government or the Governors, the better it is
for us. There is too much passion and too much evil in ourselves
to warrant the constant use of offensive language. The best use
we can make of this Government is to ignore its existence and to
isolate it as much as possible from our life, believing that contact
with it is corrupting and degrading.
I have said repeatedly, that this movement is not intended to
drive out the English, it is intended to end or mend the system they
have forced upon us. I have not read Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru's
speech referred to by the correspondent, but I know him top well
to believe that he could have said what is imputed to him. I